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Introduction 


In the history of Kyiv long known expressive fantastic group of messages that still 
nobody bothered to call "Golden-domed incredibilities" or "St.Michael legends". They 
were arised / updated every time while St.Michael's monastery became the seat of the high 
church hierarch (the first this was happened in 1620 — in 1631, when Metropolitan Isaiah 
Kopinsky settled in monastery). 

When this hierarch was unable to take the oldest and most prestigious churches of 
Kiev — St. Sophia Cathedral, he decided to compensate for this situation by "justification" 
that St.Michael's monastery (not Saint Sophia Cathedral) was the oldest seat of Christianity 
in Kiev. 

There were following legend invented for this: 

1, about the "Metropolitan of Kyiv Michael"; 

2, about the "relics of St. Barbara of Heliopol"; 

3, about the "Byzantine princess Barbara". 

All these legends have to raise religious authority of Golden-domed monastery and 
along with it — the authority of Those-who-in-the-monastery-sits. 

Researchers have repeatedly addressed these topics (eg, St.Barbara cult: Mytsko I.Z. 
The problem becoming popular Christian worship in Ukraine // Mediaevalia Ucrainica. — 
1998. —T. 5.—S. 41-42), turned to them I too [Zharkikh MI. New books on architectural 
monuments. — Archeometry and protection of historical and cultural heritage, 1999, vol. 3, 
p. 131 — 136]. Since I am not going to defend my doctoral thesis on "Michelelogic and 
Barbarologic studies", the small historiographical overview will be presented at the end of 
the article, after considering the source material. Why is it done so? Let it be a small affair, 
which will determine the reward one who suffers reading. 

At this point, I note only the general lack of previous studies: they were intended to 
extract some positive historical information from these legends (eg M.Yu.Brajchevsky — 
from the legend of Metropolitan Michael), while the purpose of scientific historical 
research should be destruction of these legends, demonstration their late origin and 
ignorance of their authors (falsifiers of history) to the subject, which they undertook to 
write. 

Such a task I put as a goal of this article. 


Metropolitan Michael 


The relics of St. Barbara of Heliopol 
The relics of St. Barbara in Kyiv 


Byzantine princess Barbara 


Little historiographical excursus 


Tragicommerce 
Kyiv, April — November 2012. 


Metropolitan Michael 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 

Fable of the Metropolitan of Kyiv Michael finds at least some support in the ancient 
source — "Prince Vladimir's church statute". According to researchers, this monument, 
which is based on Vladimir charter for the Tithe church, was finally formed in the 12th — 
13th centuries. 

The names of Michael and Photius in the statute are the result of research and 
assumptions by ancient scribes — the originator of the statute. This construction should be 
recognized at the level of scientific knowledge of those time, but the immediate value of 
these names is more than doubtful. 

But the development of the legend does not stop at the actual name and the title of 
"first metropolitan": the acts had been assigned to him, such as 

1. establishing monastery in Kyiv; 

2. the name of the monastery St.Michael; 

3. the claim that the monastery was thereby Golden-domed Michael's Monastery; 

4. metropolitan residence at the monastery. 

That's for this last point, and built a legend. Here it is, the "historical tradition" in 
front of us in your hand! If first metropolitan lived in Michael monastery, the Kopinsky 
not create a precedent unheard, but only restored long tradition of staying metropolitans in 
this monastery. 

The main "source" here is F.Sofonovich's chronicle (1672). 

Links F.Sofonovicha to the "old story" is a literary fiction. In fact, this is a story 
written by Sofonovich himself. All listed them "acts" do not find any support in the ancient 
sources, and is the abstract assumptions (legend) of 17 cent. 

A good critical review fable about "the first metropolitan Michael" gave at the time 
N.V.Zakrevsky [Description of Kiev. — Moscow: 1868, v. 2, p. 502 — 506]. It does not 
touch the Vladimir's church charter, and only considered 17-century legends. But he was 
frightened of the natural inference that followed from his analysis — that metropolitan 
Michael did not exist at all and it is late historiographic fiction. Zakrevsky started (without 
the need) to justify the orthodox obscurantism, saying, "the orthodox church — not latin, 
and it can not be invent the metropolitan". And facts turns out — just maybe, just 
invented. 


The relics of St. Barbara of Heliopol 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 

In order to understand the origin of Kyiv cult of st.Barbara, we need to look at this 
holy in general Christian context. 

Barbara died as a martyr for the faith in the heroic days of Christianity (2 pm. 1 — beg. 
4th century AD). At that period the Roman government from time to time mentioned the 
existence of law by which all Christians ought to execute. At that time were simplified 
admission to the party of Christian saints and all the martyrs automatically fall into the 
honorary category of "saints". Christian communities created lists of martyrs — 
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martyrologies, some of which came to our time. What sort of specific information about 
Barbara we have? 

I note that this section is written by me not after the original sources, but based on 
encyclopedic reference. Very informative article submit "Orthodox Encyclopedia". In my 
presentation, I used these data and other survey article, focusing on those points which are 
of interest to our topic. 


Sources about st.Barbara 
Facts of her life 

Time of her martyrdom 
Place of martyrdom 


@ Meus wownsoo 
Wyeeneien ce Uapsare 


—— 


Topography of possible places of st.Barbara's martyrdom on map of the Roman Empire 


(the base — from Wikipedia) 
Plurality of St. Barbara 


Relics of St. Barbara 
Constantinople cult of St. Barbara 
"Miracles" with reproduction of relics 


After the capture of Constantinople by the Turks a local cult of St. Barbara decline (I 
do not know the evidence of pilgrims about it after 1453). But one rightly say that the holy 
place is never empty. So in our case, after 150 years of decline in the late 16th century, 
arised reports of whole body of st. Barbara in Kyiv... 


The relics of St. Barbara in Kyiv 


So, at the end of the 16th century whole body of "st. Barbara" suddenly come to the 
surface in Kyiv, at St. Michael's Cathedral. 


To find out when and how it happened, does not need skills of Sherlock Holmes — 
enough to have common sense and compare following evidence of sources. 


Silence of sources 15 — 16 cent. 
Lawrence Muller (1581) 
Erich Lassota (1594) 


Silence of sources from early 17 cent. 


Guillaume de Beauplan (1640 's) 
Basil Buturlin (1654) 


Paul of Aleppo (1656) 


Commercialization of relics 
Theodosius Sofonovych (1670) 


Lawrence Krschonovych (1691) 
Dmitry Tuptalo (1695) 


Hand sv. Varvary (1695) 
Joasaph Krokovsky (1716) and later sources 


Silence of sources 15 - 16 cent. 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 

Historical sources, compiled before the end of the 16th century, unanimously silent 
about existence of the relics. Silent about it: 

- italian ambassador Ambrose Contarini, who visited Kyiv in 1474; 

- polish historian and geographer Matthew Miechowsky (Treatise on two Sarmatia, 
1517); 

- austrian baron Sigismund Herberstein ("Notes on Muscovy" in 1549, compiled on 
the basis of ambassadorial trips in 1517 and 1526). Miechowsky and Herberstein did not 
visited Kyiv personally, but were interested in it and gave quite detailed information about 
it, but there were no notes on st. Barbara. 


Silent about these relics first documents about the restoration of the monastery (1496 
— 1576 years). 


German merchant from Gdansk Martin Gruneveg visited Kyiv in 1584 and gave a 
detailed description on the basis of his own observations. This detailed description contain 
a separate section dedicated to St. Michael's Cathedral [Jsayevych Ya.D. New source of 
historical topography and architecture of ancient Kiev. — "Kievan Rus: culture, tradition", 
Kyiv, 1982, p. 125 — 127]. In particular, he gave an explanation on which occasion the 
dome was gilded. Gruneveg also made a separate picture of the cathedral. He specifically 
noted that at the church lives cleric (should guess from whom he had heard stories about 
gilding). Of course, this cleric drew Gruneveg's attention on Barbara's relics — generally 
respected by all Christian holy — if the legend of these relics at that time had been formed. 
Gruneveg lively interested in religious affairs, and willingly noted information about all of 
the sanctuary, which he met. Therefore we have no reason to believe that the notes on 
st.Barbara fell from his description of the low attention to religious affairs or through 
religious bias. The only possible explanation for his silence — this legend did not yet exist. 
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Lawrence Muller (1581) 


Courland German Lawrence Muller (advisor of Polish king Stefan Batory) in 1585 
published in Frankfurt-am-Main book «Kurtze und wahrhaffte Beschreibunge, welche 
massen dieser jetzregiereder Konigin Polen Stefanus der Namens der Erste zum Regiment 
kommen» (Short and true description how currently ruling Polish king Stephen Ist came to 
power). It covers events 1576 — 1584 biennium, ie the rule of S.Batory. 

L.Muller personally visited Kyiv in 1581. His primary interest was to find the body of 
the Roman poet Ovidio, which allegedly was transported to Kyiv. Muller searched for it, 
but found no trace. His description of Kyiv very short and does not contain any 
microtoponyms. About st. Barbara he wrote: 

In one niche [inside the church, whose name has not submitted by L.Muller] lies 
the body of a young girl, beautiful and nice to look at, with blond long hair, covered 
with precious little transparent canvas, her body completely intact and even now you 
can look at and touch all members. Locals believe that this is St. Barbara, and 
whether it coincides with her history, the reader may find himself and conclude 
[Mytsyk Ju.A. Ukraine in description of German traveler Laurence Muller. — 
Scientific Notes of Kiev-Mohyla Academy, 2003, v. 21, p. 59]. 

This also is the first note of eyewitness about Kyiv relics of st. Barbara. Muller 
described them in great detail, excellent state of preservation in a rather damp and cool 
climate Kiev clearly tells us that the relics were mummified relatively recently (in my 
guess — in the 16th century). In my view, the phrase "her body completely intact" 
completely denies the severed head, which is an essential feature of historical Barbara. 

But Muller gave no attention to this; as a true son of his time — an atheist and 
rationalist — he claimed historical approvement of feasibility relics stay in Kyiv. At the 
time, no legends about the origin of these relics had been created — we shall consider the 
formation of this "historical justification" in following chapters. 

Fear first impressions — it is usually correct, says the proverb. So in our case 
L.Muller's impression was right... 


Erich Lassota (1594) 


The following description submitted Erich Lassota (german, ambassador of Emperor 
Rudolf the 2nd to the Cossacks). He visited Kyiv in 1594. He held in Kyiv only three days, 
but managed to write a guide. He gave a description of St. Michael's Cathedral and wrote: 

When we enter to the church by door, just against the high altar, then left lying 
in a wooden coffin remains of virgin Barbara, the royal daughter, a young minor girl 
of twelve years, as can be seen from her growth. This [body] is not decayed, covered 
with a thin linen cloth on most legs that looked bare, which I touched and found more 
solid and intact. On top of her head placed gilded wooden crown. [Diary of Erich 

Lassota from Steblau, entry for 7 — May 9, 1594 // Zaporizhzhja antiquity. — Kyiv, 

Zaporizhia: 2003. — P. 222 — 277] 

Overall Lassota's description consistent with the description of Muller. Over the 
decade between these descriptions a new element appeared — a gilded wooden crown. It 
attracted the attention to the head, but again the traces of amputation no mention. Her name 
— Barbara — of course, taken from local tradition, but neither Lassota himself nor Kyiv 
inhabitants who submitted this explanation were not believed her Barbara of Heliopol. 
Does the title of "royal daughter" was part of the local legend, or guesses by Lassota 
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himself, derived from the presence of the crown? I tend to think that at first appeared in 
Kyiv glance that she was princess, and then it was confirmed as appropriate regalia. This is 
an element of local legend of Kyiv, which completely contradicts "heliopol" legend 
(Barbara of Heliopol certainly was not royal daughter). 

Barbara of Kyiv could not been duchess of Ukrainian-Belarusian lands: 1, the 
difference between the king (KGnig) and Prince (Fiirst) was well understood both as 
Kyivans and Liasota; 2, our princes never used crowns. 

Comparing testimonies of Muller and Lassota, we conclude that Kyiv relics belonged 
girl named Barbara, whose family is unknown to us (with care we can assume that she was 
born in Kyiv). She died and her body was turned into a mummy in the 16th century (in 
conditions of Kyiv caves this is not any gimmick). Where, when and how the mummified 
body was discovered and moved to the church — our sources are silent. Obviously, it was 
not premeditated, planned and organized campaign of discovering of st. Barbara of 
Heliopol relics. Attention of discoverer was attracted only by exceptionally good 
preservation of mummies. Ability to extract from it material gain by promoting the cult of 
generally respected holy virgin did not occur to discoverers. Stage of industrial exploitation 
of newfound sanctuary was yet to come. 


Silence of sources from early 17 cent. 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


In the tumultuous events of Kyiv church history 1600 — 1640 Kyiv relics are not 
mentioned: 

- in attempt of transferring a monastery to uniates (chart of King Sigismund 3rd for 
Hypatius Potij from September 15, 1612 [Acts of the western Russia, Vol. 4, Ne 186]). 

- in the book of miracles, compiled by abbot of Kiev-Pechersk Lavra Petro Mohyla 
in 1627 — 1631 [Zhukovsky A. Peter Mohyla and the question of the unity of churches. — 
K.: Arts, 1997, p. 257 — 275]. 

The mention of st. Barbara's chapel at St. Michael's cathedral contained in the will 
of Metropolitan Job Boretsky, compiled at March 1, 1631 [Zakrevski N.V. Description of 
Kiev. — M.: 1868, v. 2, p. 520, the same: Golubev S.T. Kiev Metropolitan Pétr Mohyla and 
his associates. — K.: 1883, Vol. 1, Applications, p. 398]. But having a chapel of St. Barbara 
does not mean that the church had relics of St. Barbara, just as not every church of St. 
Nicholas (Dmitry, Peter, Paul) has relics of St. Nicholas (Dmitry, Peter, Paul...). 

At august 18, 1635 Michael's monks complained Isaiah Kopinsky, accusing him in 
admiration of monastic property |Zakrevski N.V. Description of Kiev. — M.: 1868, v. 2, p. 
521 — 522]. Relics of st. Barbara not mentioned among the property. 

I think this happened because at the time these relics have not considered to be st. 
Barbara's relics and therefore did not constitute a great value. 


Guillaume de Beauplan (1640 's) 


The next mention of relics belonging Guillaume de Beauplan, who was in Ukraine 
since the early 1630's until 1648, and repeatedly visited Kiev. On St. Michael's Cathedral 
he wrote: 
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It shows the relics of St. Barbara [Barbe], which is said to have been moved here 
during the wars in Nicomedia [Nicomedie] [Boplan GL Description of Ukraine. — 
Kyiv: Naukova Dumka, 1990, p. 27] 

Beauplan believed that these relics had Byzantine origin ("Were moved"). Nicomedia 
as the city where those relics came from — in my opinion, the result of the Beauplan's 
encyclopedic searches (above we saw that some versions included that Barbara lives in 
Nicomedia). The question, how Beauplan imagined history of Byzantium and what wars he 
had in mind — I'll leave to the side. For us it is important, first, that the Beauplan's view 
remained his personal achievement and found no trace of the subsequent history of Kyivan 
Barbara, and secondly, that there was no generally accepted theory of the origin of these 
relics in Beauplan's time, because he had put forward his own hypothesis instead to 
paraphrase finished legend. 


Basil Buturlin (1654) 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


Moscow boyar V.V.Buturlin at the Pereyaslav Council January 8, 1654 passed to the 
hetman Khmelnitsky tsar's banner depicting St. Savior, Pechersk Saints and st. Barbara 
[Acts, related to the history of South and Western Russia. — St. Petersburg, 1878, v. 10, col. 
230]. 

The Russian government, while preparing this flag and speech, already had quite 
some information about Kyiv relics and found them as valid relics of st. Barbara (without 
going into the question of their origin). 

As Moscow government received this information? In my opinion, it was gaved by 
Kyiv monk Theodosius Sofonovych during his trip to Moscow in August 1649. 

If my assumption comes true, it turns out that T.Sofonovych became a propagandist 
of Kyiv relics at least from 1649. As we will soon see, he was a major enthusiast of this 
matter during the next quarter century. 


Paul of Aleppo (1656) 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


The next stage of the development of views on Kyiv relics captured Syrian pilgrim 
archdeacon Paul of Aleppo. He twice visited Kyiv: 26 June — 10 July 1654 and on the way 
back, 28 June — 14 July 1656. 

In July 1654, he attended St. Michael's Monastery and gave it's detailed description. 
Relics was mentioned briefly: 

Inside this altar — a beautiful lobster with relics of st. Barbara of Baalbek 

(lliopol). 

July 8, 1656, he again visited St. Michael's Monastery and wrote about it so: 

On Tuesday morning we forgiven by Metropolitan and the invitation of 

Archimandrite went to St. Michael's monastery, known for its gilded dome. 

Here we were present at the mass in the chapel of st. Barbara of Baalbek 

(Iliopol), as they celebrate on this day, July 8, the memory of carrying her relics from 


10 


Constantinople in the city [Kyiv] when the emperor Basil the Macedonian sent them 

with his sister to prince Vladimir, king of Kyiv and Rus. 

When for the first time [ie in 1654] we worshipped to the relics of this saint, we 
supposed that he was one of the new Moscow saints, but now, hearing her Synaxarion 
reading and seeing scenes from her life, we clearly understand that it is precisely st. 
Barbara martyr of Baalbek. 

We again worshipped to the her body, which is the body of a young girl with 
small legs and hands. Recently arranged for her excellent coffin of ebony, overlaid 
with silver. At the request of our lord patriarch Archimandrite gave him a piece of her 
ribs, and we have kept it to outselves. 

After the second visit, under the influence of new information, Paul edited his record 
from 1654, adding that this Barbara was Heliopol's one. 

Description of the relics of Paul coincides with earlier ones, while look to their origin 
and meaning has undergone drastic changes just for those two years — from July 1654 to 
July 1656. In 1654 Paul reported counting she as new local saint (fear first impression! — 
once again on this occasion). 

There is every reason to assume that the author of the first version of the legend was 
just Sofonovych and he had compiled this version between spring 1655 and summer 1656. 

There was Sofonovych who admitted Patriarch Macarius in 1656 and left a message 
about it [Sofonovych F. Story about famous miracles of St. Barbara. — In the book: 
Sofonovych F. Chronicle of ancient chroniclers, K., Scientific Thought, 1992, p. 260] 

We have a very rare case when a single meeting left written testimonies of both 
parties, and the evidence strongly agree with each other. 


Commercialization of relics 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


Only in 1669 was the first accusation of stealing relics [Mytsyk Y., Kravchenko V. 
Foreword. — In the book: Sofonovych F. Chronicle of ancient chroniclers, K., Scientific 
Thought, 1992, p. 12]. 


In the 1665 — 1671 to the northern facade of the old St. Michael cathedral was added 
(funds of General Judge Michael Vuyahevych) a new chapel specially dedicated st. 
Barbara. Later, in 1715 it was built on the funds of Kiev governor prince Dmytri Golitzin 
[Zakrevski N.V. Description of Kiev. — M.: 1868, v. 2, p. 524, 526]. This new large room 
had replaced decoration of Job Boretsky's time, its size had to meet as planned grandeur of 
the sanctuary, which Sofonovych "brought into orbit", and planned a large number of 
faithful who had split foreheads before these relics. Although capital of corporation "St. 
Barbara and Co." was purely fictional, it has not prevented its leaders involve real money 
to build a temple and decorate relics. 

Note the brief further investments in a this company: 

- approx. in 1699 at the expense of hetman Ivan Mazepa made silver precious coffin 
for relics. The total amount of silver was 28 kg; 

- approx. in 1715 with funds of prince D.Golitsyn was made canopy over coffin; 

- in 1775 with funds of Ya.Shubskoho new wooden carved canopy installed; 

- in 1797, silver Mazepa coffin was repaired; 
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- in 1847 with funds of Countess A.O.Orlova-Chesmenska made new coffin and new 
canopy — both silver, the total weight of 400 kg of silver (Mazepa's coffin was thus used 
for other relics). 
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Revenue structure of the monastery in 1864 


The diagram shows that the revenue from relics accounted for 28 % of total revenues 
of the monastery and significantly exceeded the salaries of the Treasury (20 %). 


Theodosius Sofonovych (1670) 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


But considering the success in the commercialization of the relics, we ran a little 
ahead. Coming down to F.Sofonovych. 

The next stage of the legend formation recorded in already quoted "Tale of 
st.Barbara's miracles", written by F.Sofonovych in 1669..1670. There it presented as 
follows: 

The relics of St. Barbara at what time and way to Kyiv to the church of St. 
Archangel Michael were transferred, in the chronicles are not recorded, and if any 
writing had existed, when Kyiv long time stood deserted and monasteries were 
destroyed, then writing perished. 

But from the old people we have story: when great prince Michael Svyatopolk 
great-grandson of St. Vladimir had ruled in Kyiv, a gift from the Greek king was send 
— holy relics of St. Barbara. And he [Svyatopolk] built Church of St. Michael in his 
name dated from the World's creation 6616, then placed in the church the holy relics 
of St. Barbara, which to this day are imperishable. [Sofonovych F. Story at famous 
miracles of St. Barbara. — In the book: Sofonovych F. Chronicle of ancient 
chroniclers, K., Scientific Thought, 1992, p. 260] 

Importantly, Sofonovych frankly admitted that the whole story was his own product 
("in the chronicles are not recorded "). Reference to the "old people" who talk from the 
memory about Prince Sviatopolk (who lived 5.5 centuries before Sofonovych) — is an 
obvious literary fiction. 

In this second edition of the Kyiv legend all rational historical moments of the first 
edition were rejected, left only the fact of the Byzantine origin of the relics: 

- instead of Emperor Basil the Macedonian featured unnamed Byzantine king; 

- instead of Prince Vladimir featured his grandson Svyatopolk; 

- motivation to Emperor's action (relics given as a gift for bride of Prince) completely 
eliminated; 
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- the date of the event moved from 988 to 1108-th — the year of foundation of St. 
Michael 's Cathedral (noted in chronicle). 

Why the first version of the legend did not adopted — we will not solve. We note only 
that the second edition has not even the shadow of a weak historical features which allow 
first edition. It is equally important that in this edition no princess Barbara yet! 


Lawrence Krschonovych (1691) 


In 1691 in Chernihiv was printed "Prayer", written by Abbot of Chernigov Trinity 
Monastery Lawrence Krschonovych. The second edition of this book came out in 
Chernigov as well in 1697. This prayer contains three Akathists, the second of which is 
devoted to st. Barbara [Borisenko K.G. Creativity of Lawrence Krschonovych in the 
context of Ukrainian Baroque of Mazepa era. — Collection of Kharkiv Historical and 
Philological Society, 2006. — T. 12. — p. 51 — 58]. This akathist still never reprinted, and 
quotes from it in Borisenko's article are vague, so we can not say whether this akathist 
contain (except glorification) also some historical data, and whether it had influence on 
subsequent works, particularly on akathist by J. Krokovsky. 

For us it is important that it was the first printed monument in honor and glorification 
of st. Barbara that came to us. Synaxarion and Life, which saw Paul of Aleppo, seems have 
not preserved, at least they don't mentioned in scientific literature. Compiling, and the 
more printing such text indicating that the church authorities began to recognize the truth 
of relics, portrayed by Sofonovych. 


Dmitry Tuptalo (1695) 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


The third version of Kyiv legend was established by Pechersk monk Dmitry Tuptalo 
(1651 — 1709, the future Metropolitan of Rostov) during his work on the "Great Lives of 
the Saints". Materials about st. Barbara that interest us, are contained in the 4th of 
December (in the second volume of the first edition, published in 1695). 

Dmitry under this day bestowed two articles: Life and Suffering of St. Barbara and 
"On fair relics of St. Barbara". 

The first article contains the usual life of st. Barbara, basic information which we 
discussed above. The article ends with the burial of the martyr. 

We are most interested in the second article. Its structure is following: 

- the origin of the relics (Tuptalo's original text); 

- confirm the truth of the relics (G.Osolinsky's evidence — after Sofonovych; evidence 
of Patriarch Macarius is not used); 

- wonders of the relics (after Sofonovych); 

- the history of st. Barbara's left hand. 

The first part of the article we actually interested to read as follows: 

[1] — [4] — are presented and commented on in the Ukrainian text. 
[4] Kyivan Prince Michael Svyatopolk, son of Izyaslav, grandson of Yaroslav, 
and great-grandson of St. Vladimir, had the first wife Greek girl, a daughter of Alexis 

Comnenus, the Greek king, named Barbara. When she went from Constantinople in 
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the Ruthenian lands, asked his father to give her honest relics of St. Barbara, and took 

them brought to Kyiv city. 

[5] — [7] — are presented and commented on in the Ukrainian text. 

We see that Dmitry Tuptalo picked Sofonovych's falsification initiative and 
developed it due to historical information, which have no direct relation to the relics, and 
idle pious considerations of his own production. 

4. This fragment — a key to the whole legend — is Tuptalo's own imagination. Taking 
from the 2nd edition of legends Svyatopolk's name he "enriched" statement, Tuptalo 
invented his marriage with Princess Barbara — daughter of Emperor Alexius Comnenus. 
This was an "improvement" of second version of the legend, in which the act of emperor 
was not motivated. Calling Barbara first Svyatopolk's wife, author probably wanted to 
reconcile this fiction message with chronicle note about Svjatopolk's marriage with the 
Tugorkan's daughter (after this theory she would be the second wife). Later fantasists, 
creatively developing Tuptalo's imagination, made princess a second, then third wife, of 
which we shall speak in the next chapter. 

In describing the subsequent history of the relics and miracles from them Tuptalo 
followed Sofonovych's "Story", but strangely confused in chronology. Yes, Sofonovych 
properly dated Radziwill's attack on Kyiv — 1651 year, and the miracle of the preservation 
of the relics in the fire — 1657 year, instead of these Tuptalo first event dated in 1608 year, 
and the second — in 1617. In Sofonovych appointing him abbot of the monastery of St. 
Michael was dated in 1655 year and in Tuptalo — 1685 year. Tuptalo not even pay attention 
to the fact that in his presentation Sylvester Kosov was Metropolitan of Kyiv in 1608, and 
in 1685, respectively. 

There was no date of the visit of Patriarch Macarius in Sofonovych, but it was not 
difficult to calculate it, knowing that it happened by Abbot Sofonovych (so — after 1655) 
and Metropolitan Kosov (hence — before 1657). Instead Tuptalo writed that it was in 1616 
(again with the same "eternal" Kosov)! Such ability of historian were showed by Dmitry 
Tuptalo. 


Hand of st. Barbara (1695) 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


The last part of the examining article of "Saints" is devoted to left hand of st. 
Barbara. Tuptalo begins like this: 

However, on the second hand of St. Barbara, left, let there be known that it was 
not placed with the incorruptible body of the saint in the St. micheal's church, but it 
was delayed in the Hellenic lands. 

This note contradicts the older eyewitnesses that Kyiv relics were whole body. Recall 
L.Muller's words: "You can look at and touch all members" and Paul of Aleppo: "body of 
a young girl with small legs and hands". Tuptalo had not knew this evidence, which 
greatly increased the scope for his imagination. 

He further wrote that the left hand of St. Barbara was brought to Volyn in the 17th 
century by Greek Alexander Muzel. In Volyn this relic — allegedly — kidnapped by Jews 
who chrushed and burned Christian relic. But ashes and coral ring they have not forgotten 
gave Christians who put these residues in a special casket in St.John Divine Cathedral in 
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Lutsk. Later Lutsk Bishop Gideon Svyatopolk-Chetvertinsky, when he was elected 
Metropolitan of Kyiv, transferred this relic to Kyiv, to St. Sophia Cathedral. 

We can assume that Tuptalo wrote this story with the words of the hero of the story — 
Metropolitan Gideon. 

Usually, fragmentation and burning remove all possible questions about the 
authenticity of the relics of the atheists of all ages and persuasions, including radiocarbon 
dating lovers. Commendable caution!.. 

This is quite incredible story of spare left hand of St. Barbara, and it caused no great 
enthusiasm in the following hierarchy of Kyiv. Thus, in 1825 the Metropolitan 
E.Bolhovytynov describing relics that were kept in the St. Sophia Cathedral, gave only a 
fleeting mention of relics "great martyrs Greek: Fekla first martyr, Barbara, Marina". At 
that time they were kept in a large common ark hosted in 1824, along with dozens of other 
relics of the saints (Description of Kyiv Sophia Cathedral and the Kyiv hierarchy). 

So "spare" relics of St. Barbara that did not fit in Kyiv legend, were excluded from 
the circle of worship objects. The aim was eliminate unhealthy competition and not submit 
tributaries for jeering for us — atheists, materialists and rationalists. 


Joasaph Krokovsky (1716) and later sources 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


On the third version (D.Tuptalo) development of Kyiv legend stopped. This was due 
to the great popularity of printed "Great Lives of the Saints", which withstood a lot of 
reprints, and were very common in Ukraine and Russia. Moreover, this legend has been 
included as an additional article to the "Akathist to st. Barbara" composed by Metropolitan 
of Kiev Joasaph Krokovsky. N.V.Zakrevsky argued that Krokovsky wrote akathist when 
he was a Pechersk monk (in 1697 — 1708 years). Akathist was first published in 1716 and 
also passed many editions (only in 18 cent. guide of Zapasko and Isaievych delivers 18 
editions). This book has not a modern reprint, so we quote from Zakrevsky: 

The story, written in 1670 on a credible man most honored priesthood 
Theodosius Sofonovych, abbot of the monastery of St. Michael, explains: Michael- 
Svyatopolk Kyivan Prince, son of Izyaslav... had the first wife the Greek girl — 
daughter Alex Comnenus, named Barbara. When she departed from Constantinople in 
Rus' land, begged his father to give her honest relics of St. Great martyr Barbara. And 
she took relics, and brought to Kyiv [Zakrevsky N.V. Description of Kiev. — M.: 1868, 
v. 2, p. 541]. 

Although Krokovsky gave a link to the F.Sofonovych's story, it is actually quite a 
story borrowed from the Tuptalo's "Lives of the Saints" — without any enhancements or 
significant reductions. Therefore Krokovsky's akathist cannot be considered as an 
independent stage of Barbara legend. 


New information about the relics lodged in 1865 L.I.Pohylevych: 

The most important sanctuary of the main church are the holy relics of Martyr 
Barbara (headless) imported in Kyiv by Greek princess Barbara — wife of the builder 
of the temple and relative of Greek Emperor Alexius Comnenus [...] In Italy, there 
are also relics of Great Martyr Barbara, and Latin writers trying to prove their 
authenticity. As time and circumstances of transferring relics to Kyiv historically 
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known, then there is no doubt their authenticity [Pohilevich L.I. Monasteries and 

churches of Kiev. — Kyiv: 1865, p. 20 — 21]. 

For us it is important that the relics at that time already had no head. We have seen 
that earlier the relics had just the head — on what was the crown? I understand this note so 
that the head was lost somewhere in the 18 — 1 half 19 sent. perhaps during some of the 
many arrangements of relics from one coffin to another. 


Now summarize our observations on the development of views on Kyiv relics. These 
views passed several stages: local girl Barbara — princess — st. Barbara of Heliopol. Since 
last look arised under domination of atheism and rationalism, it was necessary to give a 
rational explanation for the appearance of these relics in Kyiv. This legend has passed 
through three stages: 

in 1655 — the relics were transferred in 988 at marriage of prince Volodymyr and 
princess Anne; 

in 1669 — the relics were transferred in 1108 to prince Svyatopolk; 

in 1695 — the relics were transferred in 1108 by Byzantine princess Barbara, daughter 
of Emperor Alexius Comnenus, who married Prince Svyatopolk. 

All these mutually exclusive legends meet state of 17-century historical knowledge 
and does not contain even one bit of real historical data. They should be treated as product 
of pure imagination of Kyiv writers. 


Byzantine princess Barbara 


Mythical "Byzantine princess Barbara" that never really existed and emerged only in 
the late 17th century on the paper of inept dreamer — Dmitry Tuptalo, oddly enough 
became an independent plot in Kyiv history. 


Expression of modern historians 


Story of times and years 


Anna Comnenus 


Zwiefalten chronicle 


Expression of modern historians 
Most reputable "researchers", with titles of candidate and doctor, from high positions 
researchers historic institutions, sung in her honor such "Akathists": 
1. L.Ye.Makhnovets, 1989: 

According to the Akathist of St. Barbara, the third (counting illegitimate) 
Svjatopolk's wife had a name Barbara and she was the daughter of the Byzantine 
Emperor Alexius I Comnenus. In synodic of Michael's Monastery, where Barbara 
was buried, she named Irina, it can be assumed a second name, which she got in, 
having married. She brought to Kyiv from Constantinople the relics of St. Barbara, 
which also were in Michael's monastery — for Christianized Russia it was the fact of 
high prestige. [Chronicle Ruses — L.Ye.Makhnovets' note for article in 1113] 

2. T.Yu.Lyuta, 1990: 
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St. Barbara — great martyr, who died in Nicomedia (modern Izmit in Turkey) 
about 306, during the persecution of Christians. Her relics remained in 
Constantinople. Transported to Kyiv at the beginning of the XII century by daughter 
of the Byzantine Emperor Alexius Comnenus Barbara, wife of the Grand Prince 
Svyatopolk Izyaslavich II (1093-1113). The relics were kept in the monastery of St. 
Michael until 1934, before the destruction of the temple moved to St. Andrew's 
Church, later to Vladimir's Cathedral, where there are now. The cult of St. Barbara 
was extremely widespread in Ukraine. As wars in Nicomedia, mentioned by 
Beauplan, then, obviously, the author admitted inaccuracy. Conquering of Bithynia 
(whose capital was Nicomedia) by Seljuk Turks happened in the XIV century, ie, 
after the removal of relics from Constantinople. [Beauplan G.L. Description of 
Ukraine. — Kyiv: Naukova Dumka, 1990, note 20] 

3. V.V.Vechersky, 1999: 

In 1113 grand Duke of Kyiv Svyatopolk Izyaslavich died and was buried in St. 
Michael's Cathedral. His third wife was Barbara, daughter of the Byzantine Emperor 
Alexius I Comnenus. Going to, she took from Constantinople the relics of St. 
Barbara, which became one of the main Orthodox shrines kept in St. Michael's 
Cathedral (now — in the Vladimir Cathedral in Kyiv). Princess Varvara buried in the 
Golden-domed cathedral. [Vecherskyy V. Rehabilitation of repressed sanctuary. — 
Sights of Ukraine, 1999, Ne 1] 
4.L.V.Voytovych, 2000: 

Prince Svjatopolk had three wives. Mother of his eldest son was first concubine. 
She died ca. 1094. In 1094, Prince married the daughter of the Polovtsian Khan 
Tugorkan. Polovchan wife died ca. 1103. In 1104 Svyatopolk Izyaslavich married for 
the third time with the Byzantine princess Irene-Barbara Comnene [Voitovich LV 
Princely dynasty Eastern Europe. — Lv.: 2000, article " Svyatopolk-Michael 
Izyaslavich"| 
A look at the reality of marriage Svjatopolk with Princess Barbara Voitovich 

manifested as previously [Voitovich LV Autonomous principality of Rurikides and 
Gediminians 12 — 16 cent. — Lv.: 1996, p. 37] and later [Historical Atlas of Ukraine: the 
ancient past. Rus (Kiev State. Galicia-Volyn state). — K.: Mapa, 2010 — Map "Yaroslavich's 
marriage policy" on p. 190. In the legend to the map indicated the marriage of Prince 
Sviatopolk Izyaslavich with Princess Barbara (Irene), daughter of the Byzantine Emperor 
Alexius Comnenus Ist, which occurred in 1104. Author of genealogical handbook in this 
atlas is L.V.Voytovych]. 

I don't aimed to make a complete anthology of statements of this kind, limited only 
frequently cited contemporary authors. All of them in cited fragments demonstrated their 
professional unfitness because blindly trusted the late 17th century fantasy. Instead 
consider the case on the basis of authentic sources from the boundary 11 — 12 cent. 


Story of times and years 

What we have authentic sources in this case? On the first place, of course, we need to 
put "Story of times and years" (Povist vremen i lit) — old Rus' chronicle, which was written 
by Nestor in Kyiv just in the reign of Svyatopolk. Nestor was a contemporary of Prince and 
lived in Kyiv, that the spatial and temporal distance between the events and the source, 
where they were registered, in this case reduced to zero. In addition, Nestor was official 
chronicler of the prince. So he had information so detailed and true, as it is possible. And 
what we had read about the wife of Prince Sviatopolk? 
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Chronicle spoke to her three times, indicating a high attention to this person: 

1, 1094: Svyatopolk [Izyaslavich] make peace with Cumans and took as wife a 
daughter of Tugorkan, Polovtsian prince. [Chronicle Ruses, in 1094] 

2, 1113: And died Prince Michael, called Svyatopolk, the month of April in the 
sixteenth day in Vyshgorod. And brought him in the boat to Kyiv and tidy up his 
body were placed him on sleigh. And cried for him all nobles and knights, [and] 
singing over him proper songs, put him in the church of St. Michael's Golden-Domed 
that he had built himself. His princess great wealth divide monasteries and priests, 
and the poor, so that all the people were amazed, because no such mercy can [not] do. 
[Chronicle Ruses, an article in 1113. To the words "his princess" L.Ye.Makhnovets 
added in square brackets [Barbara], but there is no this name in the annals. ] 

3, 1125: Died princess of Svjatopolk February [in] twenty- eighth [day]. 
[Chronicle Ruses, an article in 1125. And here to the word "princess" 
L.Ye.Makhnovets added in square brackets [Barbara, wife], but there is no this name 
in the annals. | 
Against these authoritative evidence of chronocle that was recorded by the court 

chronicler in Kyiv simultaneously with the events, data from all other sources lose their 
weight. Thus, the record knows only one Svjatopolk's wife — Tuhorhan's daughter, whom 
he married in 1094. Her name we do not know and may never know, because this name is 
not mentioned in an authoritative source. In 1113, she buried her husband in the Golden- 
domed Cathedral. In 1125, she died, but her burial place, we again do not know. 

All the later "additions" to these data should be regarded as groundless fantasies — 
with equal success we could draw the following information directly from the novels of 
Paul Zagrebelny. 

All evidence from Hypatius chronicle about Svjatopolk's wife, that we just analyzed, 
were known to all Kyivan writers, starting with 17 cent., including F.Sofonovych and 
D.Tuptalo. Therefore, all authors adopted non-existent "Princess Barbara", may not have 
the excuse that they had no underlying sources on the topic. They have, but gave no faith to 
it, and instead began to spread fantasies — at first by their own production, and later — 
fantasies relied on fantasies of previous authors. 


Anna Comnenus 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


Dmitry Tuptalo did not know the names of children of Emperor Alexius Comnenus. 
We can forgive this, because in the late 17th century yet there was no internet, and he 
probably had not had good reference books on the history of Byzantium. 

But how can you forgive such ignorance for modern historians? 

Byzantine emperor Alexis 1st Comnenus (1048? 1057? — 1118, ruled 1081 — 1118) 
and Irene Douka (c. 1066 — 1123? 1133?) — his only wife — had nine children. Their names 
were: Anna, Maria, John (the future emperor John 2nd), Andronicus, Eudokia, Isaac, 
Theodore, Michael, Zoya. To understand this fact, it took me 1.5 minutes (I have a good 
friend who knows everything, Internet by name). And what prevented our "experts" for a 
few keystrokes or — if they are so hard afraid internet — go to the library and look at the 
first available "History of Byzantium"? 
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It is important to emphasize — this list was established by French historian Charles du 
Cange (1610 — 1688) in his book "History of Byzantium" (originally published in Latin in 
Paris in 1680, then there were many editions). Tuptalo was a younger contemporary of du 
Cange and was proficient in Latin. Theoretically speaking, he could use the du Cange's 
work. Could it use and his followers — but nobody used. I see this as hopeless 
provincialism of our science. 

Consequently, we have firmly established fact of Byzantine history: there was no 
Barbara among the five daughters of Alexis Comnenus. It would seem, here and 
throughout intrigue end, and this mythical Svjatopolk's wife handed over to the museum of 
historiographic fictions. 


Another deadly for "princess Barbara" source is the book by Anna Comnenus 
"Alexiad". This book gives us a unique insight into home of our "virtual bride". 

Anna — the eldest daughter of the Byzantine Emperor Alexius 1st Comnenus. She was 
born in 1083 and died in 1153 year. She had a good education and a writer talent, had 
wrote history of reign of her father, which covers the events of 1069 — 1118 years and 
known as "Alexiad". 

So, if our mythical Barbara existed, she would be the younger sister of Anne and her 
marriage, if it really occurred, would be reflected in the "Alexiad". This book is written by 
contemporaries (and even party) of events, it is written in Constantinople, ie on the scene 
of events, it was written by the princess, that person initiated in secret affairs of the 
imperial court, and even more so — in the affairs of the imperial family. That is about Anna 
and her books, we can only repeat all that said above about Nestor and his chronicle: this 
source is so close to the events themselves and equally significant, as it is possible. 
However, against it testimonies all the other data sources lose their weight. 

In all great Anne's book we have no news of marriage prince of Kyiv with her sister. 
Moreover — in the whole book is no mention about Rus, Kyiv, Kyiv princes. 

As it is hardly surprising, no of our authors who uncritically repeated the old fiction 
about Princess Barbara, not only used the data of "Alexiad" in our issue, but even give no 
mention about the existence of this primary source. "Alexiad" was first published in Paris 
in 1651, so D.Tuptalo theoretically could be able to read it. But surely he did not know it, 
because knowledge limits the imagination. 


Zwiefalten chronicle 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


The last "proof" of existence Princess Barbara gave the researcher of st.Michel's 
mosaics V.N.Lazarev: 

Some confirmation of this marriage we find chronicle written no later than 1141 
by Ortlib, monk of Zwiefalten monastery. It is told that at the time of Henry the 4th 
(1050 — 1106) and the Polish King Boleslaw 3rd (1102 — 1139) "one of noblest rulers 
of Greece gave his daughter to a Russian prince, except richest dowry consisting of 
excellent clothes, gold and silver vessels of marvelous work, gave the sacred relics, 
among which was the most precious hand st.Stephen, first martyr". 

Nothing is impossible that Svyatopolk was married in his third marriage to 
relative of Alexis Comnenus, and that she had brought rich gifts, among other relics 
of great martyr Barbara, which were solemnly placed in the temple of Archangel 
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Michael. [Lazarev V.N. Mikhailovskie mozayky. — Moscow: The Art, 1966, p. 15, all 

this passage quoted without any reservations in the book: Degtyarev M.G., Reutov 

A.V. St. Michael's Monastery. — K.: Technique, 1997, p. 21] 

How do such "reasoning"? For those of worthlessness and insolvency not obvious — 
that for the vast majority of candidates and doctors of historical sciences — I take it in 
detail. 

This news written in 1141, ie after 30-40 years after the events. It is written in 
Zwiefalten in southwestern Germany, 75 km south of Stuttgart. This — 1500 km west of 
Kyiv and 1700 kilometers north west of Constantinople. Author did not knew neither old 
russian nor Greek language and belonged to another denomination (Catholicism). He was 
not competent for Rus' and Byzantium. Therefore, the value of this spring is negligible and 
can not resist against Nestor and Anna Comnenus. 

In terms of the content of the message we have every right to reject this chronicle as 
one that does not contain any specific information about the event to which it is trying pull 
up. 

The purpose of this chapter of Ortlib's chronicles — in decent "justifying" the truth of 
Stephen's relics, and the version of Rus'—Byzantine origin must be regarded as fraud. 

We reviewed the message of Ortlib's chronicles in three perspectives: formal value of 
source, internal content and trends (goal) of the author — and everywhere we come to one 
conclusion: this chronicle does not give any specific information on the history of Rus' and 
can not be the source of any question of this story. 

This analysis would carried out V.N.Lazarev — in order to then erase all written as 
such, that not concern to "the princess Barbara". But he — doctor — for some reason did not 
make it, leaving this work theoretical physicists. 

The need to attract a meaningless "source" proves just the opposite of what would 
prove Lazarev — that there is no better and more reliable sources of "Princess Barbara". 


Brief conclusions of the analysis are: 

— time, when would act mythical "princess Barbara", well lit as in Byzantine and in 
Russian sources, who unanimously silent about her existence; 

—any other sources that would have been competent in this case, does not exist; 

— "princess Barbara" long to be passed to the museum of historical falsifications. 


After all, if at all embark shore of historical sources and surrender to the will of the 
waves of fantasy, trensfer of st. Barbara relics from Constantinople to Kyiv by mythical 
princess Barbara in the early 12th century. could not occur. As we saw above, the relics of 
a hundred years earlier were transported from Constantinople to Venice and mt 
Constantinople at that time remained only the head, but not the whole body. That's how 
dangerous to lie, relying solely on one's own falsity and without suspecting the existence of 
historical sources that disclose this lie... 
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Little historiographical excursus 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 


Analyzed false statements by Ya.I.Smyrnov (1908) and K.V.Shyrotsky (1917) on 
«Princess Barbara». 


Tragicommerce 
Abstract of the chapter 
Detailed argumentation in ukrainian version 

We observe how the tragedy of the Roman persecution of Christians gradually turned 
into a commercial enterprise. In the 20th and early 21st centuries changed only methods of 
monetization of this Christian "mineral resource" that are of interest. 

After the revolution of 1917, when the Bolshevik obscurantism (communist religion, 
that very often, but quite erroneously called "atheism ") struggled against the old regime 
Christian obscurantism, St. Michael's monastery was abolished and most of its buildings — 
destroyed. Most of the precious metals, which for centuries been accumulating in 
monastery (including in honor of "St. Barbara"), was confiscated by the Bolsheviks, sent to 
the state treasury and spent on the preparation of "world revolution" (ie aggressive war 
against other countries the world). 

Relics of "st. Barbara" could not been melt, so they did not care about the Bolsheviks. 
They were taken from the monastery and after wandering around Kyiv churches have 
found refuge in the Vladimir Cathedral. The question about attitude of authority toward 
them is not understood. 

Thus, the legacy of the Kyiv company "St.Barbara" was distributed between the 
shareholder (the Bolsheviks and churchmen) after the principle: you pancakes — my roots. 
Thus, each of the parties received that in its eyes was more significant value. 

Grateful theme of cheating the laboring masses with false relics, for which relics of 
"st. Barbara" beautifully rendered, was not used by communist propaganda. The 
propagandists themselves were sincere obscurantists and don't knew anything about this 
fraud, because their education was limited to the first lines of "The Communist Manifesto", 
where — as in the whole "Manifesto" — st.Barbara not mentioned. 

Or even more — the Communists themselves imbued with Christian ideas of 
obscurantism and started to worship his communist relics. The first of these new saint 
incorrupt relics which had become a beacon of "progressive mankind" was V.I.Lenin. 

Ukraine in Soviet times not taken care of their own communist relics, so we have not 
stuffed comrade Skrypnyk nor comrade Kaganovych. Adding to the list of national shrines 
grave of comrade Scherbytsky — a palliative that cannot create new religion. 

Instead, in 2006 Ukrainian obscurantism still managed a decent asymmetric response 
communist obscurantism. On the occasion of the 1700th anniversary of st.Barbara (306 — 
2006) Ukrainian Orthodox Church organized tour of st.Barbara relics by towns and 
villages of Ukraine. The difficult question, to which stopped Pavel Ivanovich Chichikov — 
"such as dead in the economy? " — found a clear concrete answer. 

Now the Communists in order not to lag behind, need to sent stuffed comrade Lenin 
in world-around cruise through fields and mountains, seas and oceans — to mobilize 
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workers around the world to fight for victory of our obscurantism over all other possible 
variants of obscurantism. 


Americans for this aim had gone in their own way, fully independent. In 1959 they 
proposed a Barbie doll (rightly judging that the long name like Saint Barbara is not good to 
the trademark). This convenient and beautiful doll sold (and selling) in millions of copies 
and triumphantly subordinated country by country and continent by continent. 

In 1991, Barbie attacked the Soviet Union and conquer it without regard that mighty 
empire of evil could put up against each doll one combat aircraft, two tanks and three guns 
(and that's not counting half of ballistic missile!). This can be assumed as last miracle of st. 
Barbara... 

The reason for the commercial success of the doll, which becomes religious success, 
— was correct planning. Creators of doll consciously rejected any attempt to link it with the 
Christian saint, focusing exclusively utility (usability) and the elegance of their creations. 
And doll brought their creators much more American dollars than stuffed comrade Lenin 
and relics od st. Barbara together. 


At the end of this very sad article about the falsifiers of history and their falsification I 
want to submit something optimistic, life-affirming. 

In 1969 Pope Paul 6th issued the encyclica "Mysterii Paschalis", which was ordered 
veneration of saints in the general Catholic calendar. The universal veneration of series of 
saints has been canceled by this document, including st. Barbara — because of doubts about 
the historicity of the legend (in particular, that even the place of her martyrdom can not be 
determined with certainty). 

Certainly, if such a measure would be applied to Jesus Christ, and from him also 
probably left little. Yet such is the collective opinion of the Catholic Church (and for 
Catholics this idea expressed by the Pope, is also infallible truth). 

So, rationalism and secularism gradually acquire Christian world, and only our native 
Kyiv firmly and unwaveringly kept old obscurantism. 


Article was written in 2012 
This version of document created 3 October 2013. 


